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RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FV\X CENTER 

OCT 0 5 2005 




1294 Diamond Springs Road 
Virginia Beach, VA 23465 
757- 460-7776 Phone 

757^60-3428 Fax 
800-752-0042 Toll Free 
RShapiro@hsinjurylaw. com 
RNShaDiro@CQX.nat 

Octobers, 2005 

VIA FACSIMILg S71.273.aatlO 

Ms. Bridget Avery 
U.S. Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3618 

Patent and Trademark Office 
Alexandria, VA 

RE: Sena! No. 1Q/G22.1 72 - Petition to Revive 
Dear Examiner Avery: 

appteafon that you and I discussed when 1 was up at the Patent office for the iotrii^w on Se ^ 



I am attaching a courtesy copy and you will note that I have paid the filing fee. 



your computer telefax from the last 30 days) ® ^"^^^ 

I appreciate your consideration and assistance in accepting my Petition to Revive this application. 

Respectfully submitted. 



Richard 



RNS/bmg 
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757- 
800 
RShapir 



WMEEt, SSYSSTBIiaS 



1294 Ibiamond Springs Road 
Vir9iit*>a Beach, VA 23455 
460-7776 Phone 
r-460-3428 Fax 
1-752-0042 Toll Free 
iro@ihsinjuryiaw.com 
RlflShaDiro(a)eox.net 



(tctober 3, 2005 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

RE: Serial No. 10/622,172 

Dear Sir or Madam: 



Please find enclosed 
referenced matter. 



applicant's Petition to Revive in the above- 



RNS/bmg 



If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 



Very truly yoursi 



7DD5 llbD DOas 5134 QD72 




Richard N. Shkp 



1 1^1 



f 
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Application # 


10/622,172 




Confinnation # 


miknown 




Filing Date 


July 18, 2003 


APPLICANT'S PETITION 
TO REVIVE 


First Inventor 


Shapiro 


Art Unit 


3618 




Examiner 


Bridget Avery 


n xu-^. ■ 1 


Docket* 


unknown 



Commissioner for Patents 
Washington, D.C 



SIR: 



Applicant moves to revive patent ^pUcation serial number 10/622,172, and states 
as grounds therefore the following: 

1 . Applicant filed this patent ^Kcation with the U.S. Patent office on July 
18. 2003. 

2. Applicant diligently moved forward on the application by filing a 
preliminary amended set of claims on June 23, 2004, before any 
substantive office action. 



The U.S. Patent ofiBcc first responded substantively on March 18, 2005 
witti an election/resteictionrequixemenL 

This filing required applicant to respond within 90 days. 

Applicant drafted a response to the election/restriction requirement setting 
forth applicant's position on the election and restriction requirement and 
signed the mailing certificate dated April 13, 2005 believing that the 
response had been filed with the U.S. Patent & Trademark office in ttie 
proper fashion. 

There was no further action by applicant or the U.S. Patent office until 
appUcant was on a telephone conference with Bridget Avery, the assigned 
exammer with Art Unit 3618, during September 2005. Examiner Avery 
asked the qjplicant why he had not responded to this election restriction 
requirement, and applicant was taken by surprise, believing be had filed 
the election in April 2005. This conversation took place during September 
2005. 

AppUcant inunediateiyscheckedbis records and located the response 
attached as Exhibit A, dated April 13, 2005 which applicant beUeved had 
been filed^in ^per fashion. AppUcant mistakenly was waiting for the 
U.S. Patent office to respond, but the U.S. Patent office does not show 
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recwpt of the 
believes was mailed. 



8. 



applic mt's response dated April 13, 2005 which appUcant 



Dunng Apnl 2005, ■ he United States Patent office moved. Applicant does 
not have an actual fi ling receipt showing fax or registered mail of this 
filmg, but applicant moves to revive this application believing that the 
abandonment of this application arose through madvertence. 



9. 



10. 



U. 



12. 



Applicant also had n 
abaiidomnent, and ir 

2005 response attact ed hertto as Exhibit A, 



0 warning frDm4fae4J.iSL:Patent office of the 
fact behaved that he had properly filed the April 13, 



Accordingly, your aifelicant 
application and to ac 
inadvertence involve! 



moves the U.S. Patent office to revive this 
:ord plaintiff die original filing date due to the 
in the abandonment occurring in this case. 



Applicant hereby 
and waives any such 



dis ilaims any cxtendon of the patrat tent), if granted, 



temL 



Applicant meets the 
required fees. 



i mall entity status definition and has enclosed the 



WHHtEFORE, the app.Ucan 
application. 



Pate: 10^ 5 ' IXm b 



moves the U.S. Patent office to revive said 



Respectfully submitted, 



RICHARD N. SliAPIRO (APPUCANT) 
1 294 Diamond Spfcings Road 
Virginia Beach, Virginia 23455 
757-460-7776; Facsimile: 757-460-3428 
rshapiro@hsiiyurylaw.com 



N^AILING CERTJFICATION 



mail via i 



nt'Sr??^i ^'^^^Sf^'t *^,^dmeat appUcalion is being deposited in the 

i the U.i. Postal System on 0( tobcr 3, 2005. 
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Notice of Abandonment 



Application No. 

JO/622.172 


Applicant(s) 

SHAPIRO. RICHARD N. 


Examiner 
Bridget Aver/ 


Art Unit 

3618 





This application is abandoned In vidw of: 

'\*'2!f'^ '"^ ' ^"'^^ ''^^ '®«^^ 0" 29 March ^Onj^ 

(d> la No reply has been received, 

° -rSt^^^^^^^^^^^ the statutes period of .onth. 

(8) □ The issue fee and publication fee. if applicable, was received on (vMh a c^rtt^r^ ^ 

(b) □ The submitted fee of % is insuffident A balance of S is due 

J^^ '"''l^^ "y 37 CFR 1.18 is S The pubPcation fee, if .equired by 37 CFR 1.18(d). is $ 

(0 □ The issue lee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 

Jlred by, and with 

. (with a Certi«!cate of Mailing or Transmissfan dated 



''SSiHtJTpTOS'^ "'"^ "^"'"^^ " '""""^ ^'"«<H.onth.period set In. the Notice of 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 



7. □ The reason(8) below: 

PATENT EXAHfllNSt 7^«r 



and because the period for seeking court review 




S^e'rn:r:;^c^r%fj:.fo"n - ■^^^-'^ -^r^the ho^m, of ab.„*„.eM 

.5. Pat9ni era Tfajeman* offi» — " ^— 

•TOL-1432 (Rav. 04-01) 



under 37 CFR 1.101, fihouM be promptly filed to 



Notice of Abandonmant 



Pan of Paper No. 20050922 
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